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FBI LABORATORY 



stated they nad no information that the fore* 
have caused the fire, nor did they know the 
fire's origin* They did not know how the items came to be in 



on 6/H/69 

Supreme Court Building, WDC^ stated he had cleaned out the 
carpenter shop on 6/10/69 somewhere between 12:00 noon and 1 p.m 
and the following items were thrown into a trash cart: one 

aerosol spray deodorant can,\jone battery cable with an alligator 
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dip, some steel wook and miscellaneous other items* He recalls 
putting them into a trash cart« The cart was taken to the 
storage area near elevator number six* in which the fire started* 

The trash cart was eventually found in the burned 
elevator on the second floor* The doors to the elevator are 
usually left open after be^g^^u^^^^toweve^^the^wereclosed 
when fire was discovered* 

f* S. Supreme Court Building* WDC* stated that the 
Eor doors have been known to close by themselves* He 
added that persons sometimes get stuck in the elevator and 
will then force the doors open* The doors would then close 
behind the person leaving the elevator at that floor* 

VhileHH^BP was being interviewed he received a 
call that one o^tneemployees was stuck in an elevator. The 
employee then called back saying that he had gotten himself 
out by pushing the doors apart* 




stated 

that the elevators are subfact to having their doors accidentally 
closed* He checks the mechanisms every day to see which 
elevators are that way* He continued that he has heard of 
fires being accidentally started in trash and he also has 
removed trash carts which have been left on the elevators* 



U. S. 

Supreme Court Building, stated that there have been accidental 
fires in the trash before* 

On 6/11/69 Metropolitan 

Fire Department, Fire Investigation Section, was apprised of 
the fact that the items previously mentioned as having been 
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recovered from the fire were thrown out in the trash. 
stated that the steel wool could easily catch fire from a 
match or spark which may have been carelessly thrown into the 
trash cart* 

■ ? ) ; 

Items recovered from the trash were hand carried to 
the FBI Laboratory on 6/11/69 to be processed for anything 
of an evidentiary nature. 







lead 

WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE 

AT WASHINGTON, P. C . Will maintain contact with 
the MPD and Metropolitan Fire Department, WDC, for any additional 
information regarding the above -captioned case. 
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Laboratory Work Sheet 

UNSUB; Fire in Supreme Court 
Building, Washington, D.C.; 
DGP 



File * 
Lab. f 



PC-B7362 lil 



Examination requested by: (52-10929) Atl 6-12^6-10 

Examination requested: 

Result of Examination: 

< 77 - 47 - /fc 









Chem Anal (gene) Date received: 

Examination by: 




Per del by SA 




on 6-12 



Specimens submitted for examination 







Ql Aerosol can 

Q 2 Cable vith debris 

Q3 Steel wool 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTH ?ION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

date: 7/2/69 Re: UNSUB; Fire in Supreme Court 

Building, Washington, D. C. ; 
TO - WFO DGP 



.Invoice of Contents . 



Q1 through Q3 

PICK up on 







Special Instructions: 

Mail Room: Show shipment date and registry number. 

Shipping Room: Show shipment date; bill of lading number; 
initial invoice; return to Section checked in block; after 
initialing in block, invoice to be placed in administrative file. 
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FBI File No. 



7/2/69 



I 1 Crypt. -Trans. 

Do<&nent 




I I Radio Engineering 
I — I LFPS 





' ./ Jun'i 11, 1969 ' 

* « 

GENERAL INVESTIGA'l E DIVISION 



Attached pertains to fire that broke out in 
elevator shaft of Supreme Court Building 
6/10/69. Battery connectors, steel wool, and 
aerosol deodorant can located by Metropolitan 
Fire Department in area where fire believed 
to have originated. Evidence being submitted 
to FBI Laboratory for examination. Matter 
being followed to determine if ? arson involved 
and if so investigation will be initiated as 
possible violation of Destruction of Govern- 
ment Property Statute. 






Mobile Crime Unit ttf^^JHpmpatated 
this would -bring; up 'possibility ^^mispieiou^origin of fire, 
but did not rubtuou^ fire having been accidentally started 
by a cigarette." RtC . \05 ^ 91496 " JJ 

^ Cart believed to have been placed in the elevator 
somewhere around three p.m. , 6/10/69. No evidence of 




*>- explo aion eryd no injur iea 



tor is not for public 



use #nd it ll not known who was the last one to use It. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 





To: FBI, Washington Field Office (62-10©2©) Dae 7/2/6© 





B *UNSUB; Fire In Suprene Court 
Building, Washington, D. C.; 
DGP 




Lab. No. 



PC-B7362 LH 



Examination requested by: WtShlngtOn Field OfflCO 



Reference: 



Airtete 6/12/69 and 6/10/6G 



Examination requested: 



Chemical Analyses 



Remarks: 



Specimens Q1 through Q3 are being retained in the 
Laboratory until called for by a representative from 
Washington Field Office. 
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of the 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

to: FBI, Washington Field Office Da ‘*= 7/2/66 

FBI File No. 62-61496 

*«• UNSUB; Fire In Supreme Court Ub ’ No - PC-B7362 LN 

Building, Washington, D. C.; 

DGP 



Specimens received 






personally delivered 



by EA 




on 6/12/6 



Q1 Aerosol can 
Q2 Cable with debris 
Q3 Steel wool 



Results of examination: 



Specimens Q1 through Q3 were examined for traces 
of flammable accelerants and oxidizing chemicals commonly 
associated with incendiary fires, but none were found. 
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UNITED STATES GOVL. NM ENT 



Memorandum 



/ 



• DIRECTOR, FBI Cf 5* date: 7/24/69 



SAC, WFO (52-10929) (C) 

c 

UNSUB ; Fire JLn Supreme 
Cour t Bu ilding, Washington, 

D. C. 

DGP 

(00:WF0) 

ReWFO airtel to Director, 6/10/69; WFO airtel to 
Director, 6/12/69; and Laboratory Report, 7/2/69. 

No further information was developed through con> 
tact with the Metropolitan Police Department (MPD j) and the 
Fir^Mar^^^^M^^opolitan Fire Department (MFD).j 

Fire Inspection Section, advise# 
that t^u^knowledge there was no evidence of arson and 
that the fire was probably the result of a careless acci- 
dent resulting from something, such as a lit cigarette, 
being thrown into the trash barrel. 




An examination of items removed from the fire 
were forwarded to the FBI Laboratory revealed no traces of 
flamable accelerants or oxidizing chemicals commonly asso- 
ciated with incendiary fires. 

Since all logical investigation has been conducted 
and no evidence of arson has been developed, WFO is discon- 
tinuing any further investigation into this matter. 
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Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 






Bureau letter 6/5/22 

Instructions reoeived^Jrora Ag^erit in Charge, LI. F. iTckmon 



REPORT MADE AT: 



DATE WHEN MADE: 



REPORT MADE BY: 



Buffalo, B.Y. 7/8/22 



HO CHARACTER OF CASE: 



MANCHESTER. N.Y. 



WRITER OF LETTERS TO 
SUPREME COURT J0LGE, 



that subject had written several letters to him, and had written 
many letters to the Governor of Hew York State, and that the Governor' ; 
secretary had written back and had her examined, but they did not do 
anything but warn her sister to keep her quiet. 

Agent proceeded to the State Street address and interviewed 






COPIES OF THIS REPORT FURNISHED TOi 

Washing ton- 2; Buffalo-1 



JC/Ciffi 
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RESOLUTION 



(T 



(Introduced by Rome G, Brown end adopted mt the Annual Meet- 
ing of the Hennepin County Bar Association, held at Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, on Friday , June 30, 1922). 

WHEREAS i proposition ii being urged upon the people of 
the United State* to pa** an amendment to the Federal Constitu- 
tion, under the term* of which the court* *haH be deprived of 
their power finally to decide a* to the constitutionality of legis- 
lative enactment*, by giving to the Congress the power to annul or 
veto any decision of the Federal Supreme Court declaring a fed- 
eral statute unconstitutional, or by making any such judicial de- 
cision subject to recall by legislative or popular referendum; 

AND WHEREAS such amendment would have the f ffcc t to 
nullify the safeguards of our Constitutional Government for the 
protection of the rights <of the individual an<| of minorities *g*« n «* 
encroachment and oppression by the whig* of majorities, and 
would lead to a government by the temporary whim of legisla- 
tive or popular prejudice and to inconsistency, inequality and 
discrimination in the application and enforcement of constitutional 
safeguards, and thereby be subversive of ofir Constitutional De- 
mocracy; 

AND WHEREAS such amendment would be contrary to the 
fundamental theory of our Constitutional Government, as urged 
by Hamilton, when he said: 

‘'There is no liberty where the power of judging be 
not separate from the legislative and executive 
power”; 

and as stated by Washington, when, urging respect for the judicial 
power to enforce constitutional limitation*, he said: 

‘The constitution which at any time tin 

changed by the explicit and authentic act of the 
whole people, is sacredly obligatory upon all”; 




and aa Mated by the S u preme Court of the United State*, speak- 
ing through Chief Justice Marshall in the came of Marbury n. 
Madison* (1 Crunch 368, 388) when* referring to the safeguarding 
provisions in the Constitution that the legislative powers be kept 
separate from the powers of the judiciary, that Court said: 

“To what purpose are powers limited and to what 
purpose is that limitation committed to writing if 
these limits may, at any timS, be passed by those 
intended to be restrained, , ... It is a proposition 
too plain to be contested, that either the Constitu- 
tion controls any legislative act repugnant to It, or 
that the legislature may alter the Constitution by 
an Ordinary act ... If the Utter be true, then writ- 
ten constitutions are absurd attempts, on the part 
of the people, to limit a powea in its own nature il- 
limitable”; 

and, as Mated by Abraham Lincoln, when, re f era in n to out prewnt 
system of constitutional checks and limitations and the power of 
the courts to enforce them, he said; 

"Whoever rejects it does of nec es s i ty fly to anarchy 



and as Mated by EHhu Root, when ha said: 

“A sovereign people which declares that *H men 
have certain inalienable rights* and imposes upon it- 
self the great impersonal rules of conduct deemed 
necessary for the preservation of those rights, and 
at the same time declares that h will disregard those 
rales whenever, in any particular case, it is the wish 
of a majority of its voters tu do so, establishes is 
complete a contradiction to the fundamental prin- 
ciples of our gover nm ent as it is possible to conceiye” 

AND WHEREAS the adoption of such amendment would have 
the effect to eliminate all distinctions between the powers of leg- 
islation which have by the Constitution been re tain ed by the re- 
spective States and those which were specifically granted to the 
Federal Government, and would thereby tend to deprive the 
States of their reserved rights of self-government, and to centralise 
all powers of government, local and national, in the Congress, sc- 
oordiDg u tile Congrat, might from time to time chooae; rad 
then&r raeh nnendment in the ■forenid mepecti rad in other 




respects would tend to become the basis of arbitrary and unlimit- 
ed legislative powers in the Congress to disregard, in fb*wen in- 
stances, all other constitutional limitations os legislative power 
and through such processes to change our system of government 
from s government by law to a government by men; and further 
would tend to leave the individual ritisen and minorities subject 
to the caprices and whims of temporary majorities and without 
the protection of the safeguarding principles of the Bills of 
Rights established by Magna Charts and written into all Amer- 
ican Constitutions, state and federal; 

AND WHEREAS the advocacy of such con stit uti onal amend- 
ment can be founded only upon disregard or ignoranoe of the e 
principles of government which have made our American s y s tem 
the moat efficient protection against oppression and a scientific 
model for the establishment of constitutional democracies hav- 
ing in new the freedom of the cituen from the tyranny of either 
a pure democracy, on the one hand, or of an arbitrary monarchy 
or oligarchy, upon the other hand; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Hennepin 
County Bar Association that we express our unqualified opposi- 
tion to such constitutional amendment or to any amendment of 
similar character as a most dangerous menace to our American 
Government and to American Institutions; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we individually and ooDee- 
tively urge upon all lawyers and upon all citisens, both within 
and without this Association, to exercise the utmost activity in 
opposing any such amendment and to teaching its repugnance to 
the principles of our Constitutional Government and its menace 
to the individual liberties gusranteed by our American Constitu- 
tions; 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this Reso- 
lution be forwarded by the proper officers of thi« Association to 
every bar association in the country, and particularly to the 
American Bar Association, with the request that such action be 
taken that the opposition of American lawyers to such proposed 
amendment may be announced and published with the utmost 
emphasis and with the greatest promptness possible* 
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WA32ING-T0H, P. 0* 



XRBj flET* 



July 28, 1924. 



MEMORANDUM pc®, th® acting direotqb . 



The Supreme Court, In the past, has had the service, 
of a Speoial Agent when in session. 1 would suggest that this 
work he .done, in the future, hy the Marshal's office, as I 
believe it should come under their Jurisdiction. 

The Supreme Court meets October 1st. 



Very truly yours. 




B. R. BOHSER, 
4gedt in Charge. 
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WASSINGTGB, D, C. 

July 29, 1924* 

4» 

Mr* J« E. Hoover, 

Acting Director, 

Bureau of Investigation, 

Department of Justice. 

Dear Sirt 

fiat ASSIGNING A SPECIAL AGENT TO THE 
5UHLEME COURT. 




’ . ^ ei 3 lns t0 “J memorandum, dated July 28th, ii 

transferring the above duties to the office of 
the Waited States Marshal to the Supreme Court , I would^ 
SSJJ V 1 * f °i^ 1 0wln « fact «. showing the mount of money 
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having no oomxeotion with the duties of the 
District). At the time of the War, Justioe 
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Memorandum for 
Mr. Hoover 



Page 2. 



7 / 29/24 



, yaB employod in the file room of the Bureau, and was handi- 
capped in his work on acoount of his physical condition. 



Several 

in his behalf, 
the Supreme Court, 



’al gtone 

andfl m 

ft, T^Ei 



^eys of the Depart 
k was asked to let 
ch he as Banted. 



it interested themselves 
take his place at 




. f t that time ’ MT remarked "that if yon are 

to give me a man for protg^Bf, do noteiye me a one armed 

J ^ a f°f^tedlB|| and fl|Mwith one of^rshal 

|s bailiffs, act in oonjunoUon in the Justices. 




1 believe that the guard 
belongs to United States Marshal JT 
his bailiffs doing that work now. 




of the Supreme Court Justices 
who, as stated, has one of 



Very truly yours. 




E. B. BOHHEB, 
Agent in Charge. 
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addrim to 
tHK ATTORNEY GENERAL" 
and refer to 

INITIAL* AMD NUMBER 




DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 



October 23, 1924 



KEUORAKDUM TO MR, HOOTER. 



Kindly note the attached letter from 
^ Justice, in which he advises that the 

Court will not need ht present the services of a 
Special Agent of the Department# 

* 

Respectfully, 
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$ h tp*r m t $t#Xvp, 

*3®s« i%Mtgtcn,9.Cf 

October 21, 1924. 



]£y dear Mr. Holland: 

I brougnt tne mat, 
of tne Department cf Justice 
tne members of tnat body at 
we dc not need - at present 
Agent from your Department. 
August 13th and your letter 

Sincerely 



er of the assignment of a Special Agent 
to duty with tne Supreme Court to 
its Conference, and we concluue that 
at least - tie services of a Special 
This i3 in answer to your letter cf 
of October 14th. 
you rs, 




Hon. Bush L. Holland, 
Assistant Attorney General, 
Wasnlngton, D. C. 
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Director, 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, 

U. S. Department of Justice, 

Pennsylvania Avenue at Ninth Street, N. W., 
Washington, D.C. 



Dear Slrt 



In compliance with instructions from Aeeietant^ireotoj 
Mr. Harold Nathan to have thre^fgents report to 
Marshal,°Suprenie Court of the United States, on J : 



or 



the purpose of observation of visitors entering the court while 
in session and to be available should anything arise of an unusual 



K idal Agents 

igned to this detail reports 

i 



ieol 




after the nature of the assignment had been explained by 
to Agent flHR the latter diplomatically requested of 
* hat it no^oe made generally known to other persons on 
uT^^Tuch as doormen and Capitol Police, that agents wers assigned 
to the Supreme Court Chamber* 



The agents occupied seate at strategic points In the 
Chamber enabling tbeni to have full observation of the Chamber at 
all times. 

Nothing of unusual manner oeeurred* expressed 

hie appreciation of the courtesy shown. 

Very truly youre, 



A 



,.vi- K 

J. II. KEITH, 

Special Agent in Charge. 
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Atlanta, Oaorgia, 
Dear Mr. Undaayi 



": > «/ :*'# -*i- i;.- ■= '} Aa 1 proalaad you yesterday, 1 W W’" ’-^V- 
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With boat vlahaa, I raaala 
Cordially youra, 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 



No. 112. — October Term, 1930. 



The United States of America, 
vs. 

Edward Benz 



On Certificate from the 
United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the 
Third Circuit. 



[January 5, 1931.] 

Mr. Justice Sutherland delivered the opinion of the Court. 

This case is here on a certificate from the court below under 
§ 239 of the Judicial Code, as amended by the act of February 13, 
1925, c. 229, 43 Stat. 936, 938; U. S. C., Title 28, § 346. Benz 
was indicted for a violation of the National Prohibition Act, He 
entered a plea of guilty and was sentenced to imprisonment for a 
term of ten months beginning December 27, 1929. While undergo- 
ing imprisonment under this sentence, and before expiration of the 
term of the federal district court which had imposed the sentence, 
he filed a petition asking that the sentence be modified. The 
court, over the objection of the United States, entered an order 
reducing the term of imprisonment from ten to six months. The 
government appealed, and the court below, desiring the instruc- 
tion of this Court, certified the following question: 

^ After a District Court of the United States has imposed a sen- 
tence of imprisonment upon a defendant in a criminal case, and 
after he has served a part of the sentence, has that court, during 
the term in which it was imposed, power to amend the sentence 
by shortening the term of imprisonment J ” 

The contention of the government is that after the defendant 
has been committed and has entered upon service of a valid sen- 
tence, the power of the court to alter the sentence, even at the same 
term, has come to an end. In addition, some stress is put upon the 
fact that the powers of the three departments of government are 
separated by the Constitution, so that one of the departments 
may not exercise the powers conferred upon either of the others; 
and it is suggested that from this separation the implication fairly 
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may be drawn that a reduction by the court of a valid sentence 
after it has been partly served is, in effect, an invasion of the 
power to pardon offenses, including the power to commute, 
vested in the executive by Art. II, § 2, cl 1, of the Constitution. 

The general role is that judgments, decrees and orders are 
within the control of the court during the term at which they 
were made. They are then deemed to be “in the breast of the 
court” making them, and subject to be amended, modified, or 
vacated by that court. Goddard v. Ordway, 101 U. S. 745, 752. 
The rule is not confined to civil cases, but applies in criminal cases 
as well, provided the punishment be not augmented. Ex parte 
Lange, 18 Wall. 163, 167-174; Basset v. United States, 9 Wall. 38. 
In the present case the power of the court was exercised to miti- 
gate the punishment, not to increase it, and is thus brought within 
the limitation. Wharton, in Criminal PI. and Pr., 9th Ed., § 913, 
says: “As a general practice, the sentence, when imposed by a 
court of record, is within the power of the court during the ses- 
sion in which it is entered, and may be amended at any time 
during such session, provided a punishment already partly suffered 
be not increased.” 

The distinction that the court during the same term may amend a 
sentence so as to mitigate the punishment, but not so as to in- 
crease it, is not based upon the ground that the court has lost con- 
trol of the judgment in the latter case, but upon the ground that 
to increase the penalty is to subject the defendant to double 
punishment for the same offense in violation of the Fifth Amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which provides that no person “be 
subject for the same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life 
or limb.” This is the basis of the decision in Ex parte Lange, 
tupra. There, the punishment prescribed by statute was im- 
prisonment for not more than one year or a fine of not less than 
ten dollars nor more than two hundred dollars; but Lange was 
sentenced to one year’s imprisonment and to pay two hundred 
«Oz,a« une. rive days after the imprisonment had begun, after 
payment of the fine and during the same term, Lange was brought 
before the same court on a writ of habeas corpus ; an order was 
entered vacating the former judgment, and he was again sentenced 
to one year’s imprisonment from that time. This court stated the 
rule to be, p. 167: “The general power of the court over its own 
judgments, orders, and decrees, in both civil and criminal eases, 
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during the existence of the term at which they are first made, is 
undeniable ” The court declared, however, that the power could 
not be so used as to violate the constitutional guarantee against 
double punishment, holding (p. 173) that this guarantee applied 
to all eases where a second punishment is attempted to be inflicted 
for the same offense by a judicial sentence: 

“For of what avail is the constitutional protection against more 
than one trial if there can be any number of sentences pronounced 
on the same verdict! Why is it that, having once been tried and 
found guilty, he can never be tried again for that offence! Mani- 
festly it is not the danger or jeopardy of being a uewnd tune 
found guilty. It is the punishment that would legally follow the 
second conviction which is the real danger guarded against by the 
Constitution. But if, after judgment has been rendered on the 
conviction, and the sentence of that judgment executed on the 
criminal, he can be again sentenced on that conviction to another 
and different punishment, or to endure the same pumshment a 
second time, is the constitutional restriction of any value! Is not 
its intent and its spirit in such a case as much violated as if a new 
trial had been had, and on a second conviction a second punish- 
ment inflicted! . ... , , . ... 

“The argument seems to us irresistible, and we do not aouot 
that the Constitution was designed as much to prevent the crimi- 
nal from being twice punished for the same offence as from being 
twice tried for it.” 

But the court immediately proceeded to say, p. 174: 

“If the court, for instance, had rendered a judgment for two 
years’ imprisonment, it could no doubt, on its own motion, have 
vacated that judgment during the term and rende.~. a ju^gmen. 
for one year’s imprisonment; or, if no part of the sentence had 
been executed, it could have rendered a judgment for two hun- 
dred dollars fine after vacating the first” 

Then returning to the question of double punishment, and reciting 
that Lange had paid the fine and had undergone five days of the 
one year’s imprisonment first imposed, the court said, p. 175: 

“ ... can the court vacate that judgment entuely, and with- 

out reference to what has been done under it, impose another 
punishment on the prisoner on that same verdict! To do so is to 
punish him twice for the same offence. He is not onlyput in 
jeopardy twice, but put to actual punishment twice for the same 

thing . * f 

The Lange case and the Basset case, supra, probably would have 
set at rest the question here presented had it not been for a state- 

I 
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ment in United States v. Murray , 275 U. S. 347, 358. In that 
case this Court held that where the defendant had begun to serve 
his sentence, the district court was without power, under the Pro- 
bation Act of March 4, 1925, to grant him probation ; and, citing Ex 
parte Lange as authority, said: 4 4 The beginning of the service of 
the sentence in a criminal case ends the power of the court even 
in the same term to change it . 17 But the Murray case involved 
the construction of the Probation Act, not the general powers of 
the court over its judgments. The words quoted were used by 
way of illustration bearing upon the congressional intent, but were 
not necessary to the conclusion reached. That they state the rule 
more broadly than the Lange case warrants is apparent from the 
foregoing review of that case. 

The rule thus being settled for this court by its prior decisions, 
we need not discuss the conflicting state cases nor the conflicting 
decisions of lower federal courts which are cited, further than to 
say that the federal cases cited by the government in support of 
its position are comparatively recent, and at least in some in- 
stances rest upon the general statement in the Murray case just 
quoted. The earlier view is to the contrary. Thus in the case of 
In re Graves , 117 Fed. 798, where a person had been resentenced 
to serve for a period of one and one-half years after having been 
imprisoned for a number of days under a sentence of two years, 
me court reiused to discharge him on habeas corpus , saying : 

It involves only the inquiry whether the court possessed the 
power to recall the prisoner, set aside the sentence, and impose 
another modified sentence during the same term, notwithstanding 
the fact alleged that execution of the former sentence had com- 
menced ; and, whatever diversity of opinion appears in other juris- 
dictions, the doctrine is established in the federal courts that such 
power exists, and that it is applicable as well where the original 
sentence was in excess of jurisdiction. [Citing, among other 
cases, Ex parte Lange and Basset v. United States , supra.] In 
Ex parte Lange, supra, the doctrine so stated is distinctly recog- 
nized, but the case is distinguished as one where the statute author- 
ized imprisonment, or fine, in the alternative only, and the sen- 
tence imposed both; and the majority opinion merely holds that 
new sentence of imprisonment alone cannot be imposed after pay- 
ment of the fine, which operated as a satisfaction of the prior judg- 
ment. The sentence under which this petitioner is imprisoned is 
m all respects more favorable to him than was the original sen- 
tence, and escape therefrom is sought on the ground of change in 
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the place of imprisonment after he had ‘entered upon the service’ 
of the first sentence. 

“As the place of imprisonment was discretionary , ^““0 sense 
affected the jurisdiction, and the power «« *e court^r ita own 
judgment within the term is undeniable (Ex P art ^^^ ’ 

I amclearly of opinion that the sentence and immimtmentm ques- 
tion are valid, and, no ground appearing to ^tthepe^oner 
, the benefits of a writ of habeas corpus, the application is denied. 

\ With this application of the rule and interpretation of the prior 

\ decisions of this Court, we entirely agree. , „ 

We find nothing in the suggestion that the action or ine uisini^ 
court in reducing the punishment after the prisoner had served 
a part of the imprisonment originally imposed was a usurpa 
of the pardoning power of the executive. The judicial powe ’’ “ 
the executive power over sentences are readdy distinguishable. 
To render judgment is a judicial function. To carry the judg- 
ment into effect is an executive function. To cut short a sentence 
by an act of clemency is an exercise of executive power w 
abridges the enforcement of the judgment, but does not alter it 
qua judgment. To reduce a sentence by amendment alters the 
terms of the judgment itself and is a judicial act as much as the 
imposition of the sentence in the first instance. 

The question proponnded must be answered in the affirmative. 

It if so ordered. 
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Under date of the 10th instant the^hpreme Court handed down its 
^opinion in the case of Johp G^Darby, formerly an officer of the 




Montgomery County National Bank of Rockville, Maryland, holding that 

the transcription into a record of the bank of the forged signature 

of an endorser on a promissory note constitutes a false entry. Near 

the close of that opinion the Court said: 

"Whether the conclusion would be the same if the 
signature had been genuine, but the signer had been 
.known %o be an insolvent, or a man of straw (cf. 

*Coo£er t. United States. 13 1*. (2d) IdjSforse ▼. 

^United States, supra ; United States ▼. t fc^ ~supra 
^Billingsley ▼. United States . "supra ). i7^" 

occasion to determine. Our decision does not go 
beyond the limits of the case before us." 

You will recall that in tb. Cooper .... tb. Court of Appeal, hold 

tbbt wtrl.. resulting from tb. dl.oountlng of u »ooom»od.tlon not. 

Of an insolvent maker were true entries. The other cases cited held 
otherwise.''.' 5- *V . >> / i 

In view of tw/ ref erence by the Supreme Court, end the lack of 
uniformity in the decisions cited, 1 .hall be glad to bare the ac- 
countants set out the entries in such 



cases as false entries, in a 
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proper ease that question may also he presented to the Supreme Court 
and settled. It seems more Important than the question In the Darby 
ease, because such transactions are more frequent. 

Mo 

TRANK M. PARRISH, 

Acting Head of the Criminal Division. 
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TO ALL SPECIAL AGENTS IN CHARGE: 



Unde/* date of April 10, 1933, the Supreme Court handed 
down its Opinion in the case of John G.^Darby, formerly an officer 



of the Montgomery County National Bank of Rockville, Maryland, 
holding that the transcription into accord of the bank of the 
^forged signature of an^endorser on a promissory note constitutes 
a^faise entry. Near the close of that opinion the Court said: 



"Whether the conclusion would be the same if the 
signature had been genuine, but the signer had 
been known to be an insolvent, or a man of straw 
(cf. Cooper v. United States . 13 F. (2d) 16; 

Morse v. United States , supra : United States v. 

War n, supra . Billingsley v. United States , supra ) . 
there is no occasion to determine. Our decision 
does not go beyond the limits of the case before us." 



In the Cooper case the Court of Appeals held that entries 
resulting from the discounting of an accommodation note of an 
insolvent maker were true entries. The other, cases cited held 
otherwise. 



In view of the refer 



lack of uniformity in ths^decieione cited by 



er^hce t 

l^deciei 



by the Supreme Co' 



and the apparent 

Court, it is desired 

that Special Agents in the future eet out the^ntries in such caseB as 
false entries so th'at the question may ultimately be passed upon by the 
Supreme Court . 




Very truly yours, 



J. Edgar Hoover. 



Director 
reqogded 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

No. €53. — October Term, 1932. 



The United States of America, 
Appellant, 

vs. 

John G. Darby, Appellee. 



On appeal from the Dis- 
trict Court of the 
United States for the 
District of Maryland. 



[April 10, 1933.] 



Mr. Justice Cardozo delivered the opinion of the Court. 

The case involves the construction of a statute of the United 
States which makes it a crime for an officer or employee of a Fed- 
eral reserve bank, or of any member bank, to make any entry in 
its books with intent to defraud. R. S. sec. 5209 as amended by 
the Act of September 26, 1918, c. 177, sec. 7; 40 Stat. 972: 12 
U. S. Code, sec. 592.* 

An indictment in sixteen counts charges the appellee, John G. 
Darby, with a violation of this statute. Eight entries are alleged 
to have been falsely made. Each has relation to a separate promis- 
sory note discounted by the Montgomery County National Bank of 
Rockville, Maryland. The notes bore the genuine signature of 
J. G: Darby as maker. They bore what appeared to be the signa- 
ture of Bessie D. Darby as co-maker or endorser. In fact, as the 
appellee well knew, her signature was a forgery. With this knowl- 
edge he entered in the discount book the n ame of Bessie D. Darby 

•Sec. 5209. Any officer, director, agent, or employee of any Federal reserve 
bank, or of any member bank . . . who . . . makes any false entry 
in any book, report, or statement of such Federal reserve bank or member 
bank, with intent in any case to injure or defraud such Federal reserve bank 
or member bank, or any other company, body politic or corporate, or any 
individual person, or to deceive any officer of such Federal reserve bnofc or 
member bank, or the Comptroller of the Currency, or any agent or examiner 
appointed to examine the affairs of such Federal reserve bank or member 
bank, or the Federal Reserve Board; . . . ahall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof in any district court of the United 
States shall be fined not more than 55,000 or shall be imprisoned for not more 
than five years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 
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as co-maker or endorser, and did this in the course of his employ- 
ment as assistant cashier. The odd numbered counts charge an 
intent to injure and defraud the bank, and the even numbered 
counts an intent to deceive the officers of the bank and the Comp- 
troller of the Currency. A demurrer to the indictment was sus- 
tained by the District Court on the ground that the discount of 
the paper had been recorded as it occurred, and hence that the 
entries were not false within the meaning of the statute. The 
case is here under the Criminal Appeals Act (Act of March 2, 
1907, c. 2564, 34 Stat. 1246 ; 18 U. S. Code, sec. 682 ; cf . Judicial 
Code, sec, 238; 28 U. S. Code, sec. 345) upon an appeal by the 
Government. 

* 4 The crime of making false entries by an officer of a national 
bank with the intent to defraud . . . includes any entry on 

the books of the bank which is intentionally made to represent 
what is not true or does not exist, with the intent either to deceive 
its officers or to defraud the association.” Agnew v. United States , 
165 U. S. 36, 52. The act charged to the appellee is criminal if 
subjected to that test At the time of the entry, no note was in 
existence with the signature of Bessie D. Darby as co-maker or en- 
dorser. No note with such a signature had been discounted by the 
bank. The forged signature was a nullity, as much so as if the 
name had been blotted out before the discount, or never placed 
upon the notes at all. Verity was not imparted to the entry by 
the simulacrum of a signature known to be spurious. Agnew v. 
United States, supra; Coffin v. United States , 162 U. S. 664, 683; 
United States v. Morse, 161 Fed. 429, 436; Morse v. United States, 
174 Fed. 539, 552; United States v. Warn , 295 Fed. 328, 330; Bill- 
ingsley v. United States, 178 Fed. 653, 659, 662; Peters v. United 
States, 94 Fed. 127, 144, As well might it be said that dollars 
known to be counterfeit might have been entered in the books as 
cash. 

To read the statute otherwise is to be forgetful of its aim. Its 
aim was to give assurance that upon an inspection of a bank, pub* 
2i<* officers and others would discover in its books of account a pic- 
ture of its true condition. United States v. Corbett, 215 U. S. 233, 
241, 242; Billingsley v. United States, supra . One will not find 
the picture here. Upon the face of the books there was a state- 
ment to examiners that paper with two signatures had been dis- 
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counted by the bank and was then in its possession. In truth, to 
the knowledge of the maker of the entries, there were not two sig- 
natures, but one. 

Nothing at war with our conclusion was said, much less decided, 
in Coffin v. United States, 156 U. S. 432, 462. The opinion in! 
that case is to be read in the light of a later opinion in the same 
case (162 U. S. 664), and of the still later opinion in Agnew v. 
United States, supra. "Whether the conclusion would be the same 
if the signature had been genuine, but the signer had been known 
to be an insolvent, or a man of straw (cf. Cooper v. United States, 
13 F. (2d) 16; Morse v. United States, supra; United States v. 
Warn, supra, Billingsley v. United States, supra), there is no oc- 
casion to determine. Our decision does not go beyond the limits 
of the case before us. 

The judgment should be reversed and the case remanded to 
the District Court for further proceedings in accordance with 
this opinion. 

7/ is so ordered . 
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



I Mr. BaQghmtt 
Cbl«f Clerk .... 

Mr. Clegg 

|mt. Coffey 
Mr. Edward* .. 

Mr. Egan A , 

Mr. Fosworth . . 



Mr. Ear bo . 
Mr. Joseph 



United States lIarshaljflH|p>f the Sup reme Court 

me and stated that his office waWSBg deluged with letters 

persons in the various parts of the country, protesting the sentencing 

yin one of the southern states, probably in Georgia, of a man named 

. o Hindoo ^MarshalMMM stated that the letters did not threatda^&e 
Court but prot es^^^^^Supreme Court's refusal to review this case. 

I informed Marshal the facts as he related them did not 
appear to indicate a violation of a Federal Statu te within the in- 
vestigative jurisdiction of this Bureau. Uarsh&lJflH^wanted to 
know whether he could send the letters to the Bureau for examination 
to ascertain whether there was anything illegal about them, and I 
told him that the Bureau would be glad to look the letters over. 

W 

« 

Respectfully, 



Mr. Lester ... 
Mr. Quinn — 
Mr. ScWldw- 



Mr. Tamm ■ 
ffirTracy * . 
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Chief Clerk.... 
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Mr. Coffey ... 
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Mr. Karbo 



Hon. J . Edgar Hoover, 

Director Bureau Investigation, 
D. S. Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 



Mr. Jote^i V 

Hr. KcltT:-..- 
^ir* 

Mr.'*^ a ;$ 
Mr.Gth! ldar_ 



: nr. eci 

i ' 'h+ x- 

\ | iir. Tn 



Dear Six: 



I wish to express my thanks for the courtesy extended to nyself 
and Staff of Officers on our visit to the Department of Justice Build- 
ing on Thursday, Nov. 7, 1935. 



. on e of your Assistants, made our visit especially 

interesting due to his apparent unlimited knowledge of the various 
Departments and facilities. His comments and explanations were very 
instructive and we feel that we have received much valuable informa- 
tion as to the apprehension of criminals. 



Again thanking you, I remain. 






Respectfully yours. 
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At 2:50 this afternoon this Agent conducted the fol- 
lowing members of theSgup reme Court guard through the reception 
room, the exhibit hall; the Identification Division, the Crime 
Labors toiy, and the pistol range* 



f 



by 




At the conclusion of the^ftour the members of the 



group expressed themselves as being extremely pleased and stated 
that they also wanted to express to Mr. Hoover their thanks for 
being permitted to be shown through the Bureau on a special tour. 

Respectfully, 
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| Mr. i -jvt ^rfh . 



| Mr. Quinn. 

■ K . S.v\?C 



} Mr letran 



In complla 
communicated with 
assigned to the D: 
to Special Agent 
like to go throug! 





Mr. TVacy 
Miee Gtndy. 



ictions.>I telephonically 
^ of the polic e fo rce ~ 
iupreme _Cpurt who had indicated 
r that 'he and some of his men would 
3ureau. 
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Arrangements were made withflHHH 

on^roo^v 



r for him to 
t, November 



appear in the Director's reception , 

7th, at 2*30 P.M., at which time they will be taken through 
the entire Bureau. He stated that they were particularly 
interested in the range in this building in view of the fact 
that they were contemplating the building of a range for the 
use of their men and would like to inspect the one in this 
building. 



I advised 



that the Director had 



issued instructions that he be accorded every courtesy* 












(&Uitt rf ilj* Captain - 
Supreme Court of llje ^nifeh £tate* 
police 

Washington, (£. 



March 18, 1937. 



ederal Bureau of Investigation. 
Washington, 0. C. 



Dear Sir: 

This will introduce to you 

^c^ ve ^M a offieLfirK 1 ^ £ ‘ le . fia B555!§f^i!5: 

expended them will be greatly appreciated. 



Thanking you, with kindest personal regards, I remain. 



Very truly yours. 
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toa varloua phaaas of 



tod kind r«|»rdi| X 
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<6fftct of tlf* .Jftw-atful, 
£»*>»»« <£mri of tlfe^amteii &iu Uo 



March 26, 1938. 



Mr. J . Edgar Hoover, 

Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
United States Department of Ju-tice, 
Washington, D. C. 



Ify dear Mr. Hoover* 

May I express to 
courtesy extended to JHj 
visit to your depart mem 
they were conducted byJj 
viBit interesting but yS 



E^incere appreciation for the 
P^and her brother on 
iroueh the kindness of 

who not only made their 
istructive. 



I W* - - 

^ Cie*nr\ _ 
Coffey Yi 
Mr. Crow] J 

Mr. Egon 

Mr. P ox worth 

Mr. Gl.vfa, 

Karbo 

Bette] 

r - Mclr>t> c 
r. 

* 

• SciLUdor / 

■ Tatum f 
Tr.cy J 
» Gaudy.. 

— jgjr 






I cordially extend to you and your assistants, or friends, 
an invitation to visit the Court at any time, when it will be my 
privilege to try and make their visit interesting. 

Again thanking you and with kindest regards, I remain, 




Very sincerely yours. 




of 

&txprtm t OJjmrt of jStsita 



31 May 1940 



Mr. Ladd.TTNv. 



Mr. Egan 



! Mr. Hendon 



Mr. Tracy 

Mias Gandy. 



m\ 



Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, 

Director, Federal Bureau of Inveetigation, 
Department of Justice, 

Washington, D.C. 



My Dear Sir: 

I wish to express the appreciation of the^upreme Court Police 
for your splendid contribution for their entertainment on May 28, 1940." 

^^icture was of great interest and the talk by your assistant, 
was educational and very much enjoyed by all. 

* 

Again allow me to thank you for your consideration and kindness. 



Very respectfully yours. 
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UNITED STATES GOVEW^MENT 

Memorandum 
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TO 



FROM 



subject: 




date: January 8> 1960 




Toloon 

Mohr 

Pareon* _ 

B#lmont _ 

Callahan . 
DtLoach , 

Malon* 

UcGulr. _ 

Rostn 

Tamm 

Trott«r 



f.C. Sullivan 

T»i#. Room 
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V . 5. SUPREME COURT (USSC) POLL 
USE OF BUREAU TRAINING FILMS 




On Januari 



1960 




Ass is tant 



kn c 

y 



to Marshal supreme Court Police , advised the 

use of visual aids in their training program, is bein g emph as iaed, 

including showing of pertinent training type films. 

noted the Bureau has periodically in the past afforded certain 
the USSC police members firearms training at Quantdco at which 
time certain training films were shown . He stated Justice 
Department has assisted USSC in obtaining a 16 mm movie projector , 
and in planning their training schedule , the Marshal wondered if 
the Bureau might have available films on subjects such as firearms 
training, handling of evidence, taking fingerprints, work of 
Bureau Laboratory, etc., which could be borrowed for a dav or two . 



I 

s 




Jifter checking with Training and Inspection Division, 

“ was advised we have a limited number of films of this 

sure, their availability depending at anj^oarticular time on the 
number of requests made for their use . ^stated he just 

wanted to inquire as the Marshal may destr^z^^ena over a letter 
soon asking to borrow two or three films . He stated such a request 
would be made a week or two ahead, would indicate r. particular 
subjects of interest and date desired , and would state that they 
would have a man pick up and return the films . 

Training and Inspection Division has been advised of 
possible request by USSC. 

ACTION i 

For information of Training and Inspection Divteidn in 
event request to borrow films received from USSC Police.' 
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Laboratory Report 



Case: Rei 




Hash., D. C* 



to Ban* 

S. Senate, 



Number; 6e-l+318i+-l 

'.V* 



Specimens : 

62-1+3104-1 A* One page of anonymous letter beginnings "Exactly like the scummy—' 
(oarbcc copy) 

* B* Envelope addressed to Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, postmarked, 

Elizabeth, N.J., 1, May. 11, 1936, 10 Hi 



G 



aeque sued unat xne typing on &DCve listed specim ens be compared 
■with the specimens an filed in the ease entitled/ 

Examination requested by: Director (see below) 




Date received :5~21-3$ J*p 10 % 00 AM 
Examination requested: Document 
Result of examination: 



b7 






Examination by:j 




Victim; Extortion; Bureau file 
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JOHN EOOA.R HOOVER 
• micron 



ML: 19 
62-43184^. 
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‘ * Jjefceral ^ureau of'^nfreeitgadtmt 

B. J5. ^rpMtimsid a i Jusifc* 

JBhulpugimt, p. 4L 

May 29, 1936 

MEMDRANDDM FOR MR. EDWARDS 



Ufl lett er to Honorable 
• S« Senate, 
ngton, D* C« , 



«Li .TOWN 

- J . 



<V*0 c^rcu*. 

v-r - ^ V. Mr doge 
C-^Mr. Oeffcy 





I Ml 6iMMw : C* 

Reference la made to the above-entitled ease In which a cajboh Ttimm t '“ “ “ 
an obscene typewritten letter o riginally addressed to Sena tor. ^ Trust- .. ■ 
was enclosed in an envelope which w as addressed to the Dlreclior. Oa a ir - 14 ( 
ked "Elisabeth, New Jersey 1, May 11, 1936, 16 Photographic 

oopies of this letter and envelope axe attached hereto, 

IT 

Bie examiner reports that the letter was written with a typewrite: 
equipped with Royal Elite type spaced twelve letters to the inch, the design 
of which indicates that the machine was manufactured after January 20, 1920 
with a serial number larger than 486706, The paper used for this letter le 
a cheap grade of yellow second sheet, and contains no watermark. Hie enve- 
lope is plain white, and bears no watermark. 
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In accordance with the request of the Direotor, the typewriting 

However, the typewriting on this letter was compared with the S 

typewriting appearing on previous anonymous letters to the Director and Q 

waa found to be Identical with the typewriting on the letters in the fol- 3 
lowing two eases: A nonymous letter to th e Director, Bureau #62-38716; N 

Anonymous lat ter to the D irector, Bureau #615- 36856 "/ ' The Is tt erfTCTtha se >* 

two eases are of the same slander6uo, obsoene and anonymous type and eon- o 

tain eharacterlatlca which Indicate that they were written by the same ® 

person writing the instant lettwr, 3 

9 

The stationery used for the two previous letters has been com- 
pared with the present latter, but has been found to be not identical, 

, I am also attaching hereto photographs of the other two letters 

and envelopes previously addressed to the Director and which have been 
identified with this ona, I suggest the Investigative Tbit give some 
special consideration to this aeries of letters. They are particularly 
Vila and unwarranted and it say be that a consideration of the series as 
a whole will result in some field leads which woul d be helpful In d e- 
tarmlning the writer. 
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18000 Coplaa. 



Priia# at oo Uniraralty, 
Primate© , K, J, 



Ben. J* Bdgar fioorar, 
G.agkata Man, B. 8. Govt** • 
WaikTngt on * D, G* 



l^r (frriat «*ka lat ua ktr« at kit of Juatiaa* Ika an«lo«ad alippinr 
la your lift, How it la damandad lay wa kara of Prluaaton tkat you l»«d* 
lataly inaaraarata tkia tk laving, traltorioua kaatard. 

And wklla wa ara on tka aukjaat of alawing, you ara karaky udrliad in 
no wnaartaln tam tkat wa kava two mthlaaa-anally-aliny ^lurdarara rlakt 
kar# In tka aity of Naw York," 

Oanaral Bauman S.Vrunk John pen and Barnard iUurdarar Baruak, Stop kull 
•kitting tka anlicktanaT aitlianry and wipa tka a aum of youraalf. Go out 
and jat tkaaa rapulalra kaatarda, 

Ml^t not errarlook tka akunk now in tka Ifcita Bouaa, tka fkll-trawad 
paraaita wkom Juat ratumad frcai kia perpetual raaatlon, tka arop dattroyar, ' 
tka World Cemrtar* tka Bonua Yatoer, tka atarratlon Vagar, tka rat vbo tri«* 
to palm klmaalf off on tka d«#poil#d iaaariaan aa a maukar of tka lousy Anar* 
laan Lagion, all tkia awr did waa to fight tka war on tka luxuries a kattla- 

field# of tka Potomaa "hi la ka alawad tka puklla traaaury for tan.tkouaand plug, 
tka graataat kullakittar tkat srar atappad Into tka national Caplto^* 

And tka rula of tka law la prafarakla to tkat of any individual, "Ariatotla? 
Would to God that wa kad a kar of Juatiaa. *ara wa would daaionatrata tka aaaur- 
aay or Arittotla# 

» i ^ 

fl*r« la on* tkat don’t |ltt ^kwitoopa In kail for yon and your 

parrartad ao aallad dapartnant of juatlaa. It analla to 

tka kl(R ktayana. 

But nayka aftar 19S6 tka tkoroujkly •nllgktonwl and aqually data min ad alt- 
L*^ r ? J ln * ludlD£ antlra»atudant kody of tka kapt aolla^aa tkrougkout our land 
*111 driya yon rata to kail. , . i . 

I dataat a nortklaaa |fcll arawad paraaita of tka J. kfljar Hoorar typa. 



An Amarlaan tkat stand* raady to rid 
our dyikg nation of you rutklaas aura« 
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to: SAC, New Orleans 



1 URORATOM _ * v 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 



August 1969 




/ 



0.8. DEPARTME! 
AGRICULTURE - VICTIM 
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>hn Edgar Hoover, Director 

YOUR Na 
FBI FILE NO. 

lab. no. D-690813027 LL 



Reference 



Bulet to MOV Orleans dated 8/12/69 






The material described below has been searched in the following file without effecting an 
identification: Ahbhfrous Letter File 

Copies have not been added to this file for future reference. 

The submitted material is attached hereto. 

MATERIAL SUBMITTED: ^ /JfS'S'S'' 

Q1 Postnarked H MEW ORLEANS, LA 4B Hi 1 Abo I960,** 

vnlch bears the hand printed address "UNITED STATES DEPT, 
of AGRICULTURE WASHINGTON, D, C." A < 

Lj _ • , . • «!£Ci^ _ 

SSuleR 0 Bt3 l u *i* °* x 7 iled bearing figures and hand printing 

AUG271969 ™ ^ ~ ^ ' 1 AUG 29 369 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
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Laboratory Work Sheet 



agriculture - victim 



b^ 



» ; H8 W V 

File # 

Lab. # D-6908I3027 LL 






Examination requested by: Bureau Bulet to New Orleans r 8/12/69 

Examination requested: Docunent Date received: 8/13/69 

Result of Examination: Examination by; 






^Specimens submitted for examination 

<J1 Envelope postmarked "NEW ORLEANS, LA 4B PM 1 AUG 
1969," which bears the hand printed address "UNITED 
STATES DEPT. t>f AGRICULTURE WASHINGTON, D.C. " 

Q2 Two sheets of ruled paper bearing figures and hand 
printing 
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United States Supreme Court 
Washington, D. C. 

11 - 5 - 1969 

To The Entire Court: 

Which Is Not a Democratic Court of Justice. It is a Communist Kangaroo 
Court . 

I am going On Fifty One I only know Three (3X Lawyers Real Honest 
Truthful Lawyers. In My Book They were a God To Men whom such Kangaroo 
courts as This one and All courts unlawful sent to Prison for The • 

almighty DlFty Dollar 

Lyndon B. Johnson had John and Robert Kennedy Murdered, And The 
half breed communist Dictator Is still running The Government through 
Richard Nixon. All Lieing Politicians Talks about Organized Crime — 
Organized Crime Originated In Washington. Hdq's The U. S. Supreme 
Court Money and Backing the Fed Government 

Now I am giving This Kangaroo Court A Choice- Help Clear My Name 
and My Record of Dam Lies by The Dam Dirty Law and Dirty Crooked 
Devil Judges, or See That I get a check each Month for $300. 00 Starting 
Immediately. Or between Now and Nov. 5, 1970 There will be flo More 
Hell Hole called Washington, D. C. I will See Personally That Russia 
destroys It. 
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There ere enclosed herewith for recipient office* a 
true copyand » Xerox copy of « letter d at e d 11/5/69 addressed^ 

envelope in which the letter too Mailed. This letter contains 
a veiled threat to the United States Supreme Court sad nay 
constitute a possible violation of the Federal extortion statute. 
This letter should he discussed with the appropriate United States 
Attorney and a prosecutive opinion sought . VFO advise local 
authorities of the threat. The original of the letter has been fox 
warded to the Laboratory for comparison with previous coosunicatioi 
written by the subject. Mo latent fingerprint examination in 
being requested since the subject is knows. 

Mew Orleans should subnit results of is vast iga ties is a 
torn suitable for disseninatios including background data 
concerning this subject who Is believed to be mentally deranged 
and who in well known to the Mew Orleans Division. In sacking a 
prosecutive opinion. Mew Orleans is instructed to discuss with 
the Malted Staton Attorney the possibility of having this iadlvldui 
committed to n neats! institution for further observation. 
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SEE NOTE PAGE TWO . . . 
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■■V baB been a prolific letter-writer since 1950. He 
regularly writes to prominent persons and his letters often times 
contain threats or veiled threa ts te> them. He has wri 
Directo 



L 






The Bureau no longer acknowledges his letters addressee 
rector. This letter concerns subject's latest letter 
to the Supreme Court containing a veiled threat. New Orleans 
has been requested to secure a prosecutive opinion. The original 
letter has been submitted to the Laboratory for examination* 

WFO was instructed to advise local authorities. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 
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FBI, How Orleans (9-2483) (9-2365) 

rjjfe. 



Date: 



Be: 




U. S. SUPREME COURT - VICTIM 

EXTORTION 

00: How Orleans 





December 17, 1969 



Examination requested by: 
Reference: 

Examination requested: 
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Remarks » 



John Edgar Hoover, Director 



FBI File No. Q AOOOfl 

Lab. no. D-691204004 LL 



Bureau 

Bulet to New Orleans 12/2/69 
Document 
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Re: 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

FBI. Hew Orleans (9-24 83) (9-2365) 

U. 8. SUPREME COURT - VICTIM 
EXTORTION 



Date: 

FBI File No. 
Lab. No. 



December 17, 1969 

rt 

D-69 1204004 LL 

/CSSSS- '* 



Specimens received 



12/3/69 



Q3 Envelope postmarked “METAIRIE NOV 5 PM I960 LA." 
bearing the band printed addreslT^tlnited States Supreme 
Court Washington, D.C." 

Q4 Accompanying one-page letter bearing the hand printed 

message beginning "United States Supreme Court Washington, D. 
To the Entire Court, , 

Result of examination: 

Q1 and Q2 in this case are an envelope and letter, 
respectively, addressed to the "United States Dept, of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C," Q1 and Q2 were examined in 
the Laboratory and the results of that examination were 
furnished New Orleans in a report dated 8/28/69. 

Q3 and Q4 could not be associated with any of the 
specimens in the Anonymous Letter File. Copies of Q3 and 
Q4 have been added to this file for future reference. 






Mo known samples of captioned subjects handwriting 
or hand printing have been submitted to the Laboratory for 
comparison with the questioned mat erial in this matter, 

card signatures of 
are not adequate for 

with the questioned material in this matter. 



Handwriting characteristics indicate that Q3 and 

Q4 were prepared by the writer of Q1 and Q2. 



Q3 and Q4 were photographed and are being forwarded 
Toi .on to Hew Orleans with copies of this roport, 

De Loach * w 

Mohr 
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Casper 

Callahan 

Conrad 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen ...... . 

Sullivan — 

Tavel 

Trotter 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy — 
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RECOUPED 
12 5/69 
plb 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



Laboratory Work Sheet 




U. S. SUPREME COURT - 
VICTIM 
EXTORTION 

oo* ft* 1 » ~ ■ • 

Examination requested by: Bureau 

Examination requested: Document 

Result of Examination: 



NO LAB RILE 
6 j?~ /455SS-J'/ 

Lab. * D-691204004 LL 



Bulet'" 12/2/69 



4> y(j^O 






Date received: 12/3/69 



Examination by: 
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Specimens submitted for examination 



Q3 Envelope postmarked METAIRIE NOV 5 PM 1969 LA.' 
y bearing the hand printed address United States Supreme 
Court ..'ashington, D.C." 






04 Accompanying one-page letter bearing the hand printed 
message beginning gfajgrT3 

11 u/C 8 
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UNITED STATES G<^ ^RNMENT 

Memorandum 



DIRECTOR, FBI j 

\ i 




United States Supreme Court-Victim 
Extortion 



(00:N0) 



) 

s 



date: 12/11/69 





Re Bulet to New Orleans 12/2/69. 



/ 







information in relet furnishing to agent 
l Intelligence Division, U nited 

e, Washington. D.C. (W DC). and j ~ 

Metropolitan Police Department . 
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OPTIONAL FOrtM T+O. ID 
1 MAY 1 M2 EDITION 

OSA FPMR (41 CFTl) 101-H.i 



UNITED STATES GOv^NMENT 

r Memorandum, 



TO : DIRECTOR, FBI 



FROM 



NEW ORLEANS 






cn 



subject:. 




I. S. SUPREME COURT - VICTIM 
EXTORTION 

00: NO , 

/ 

a 









0 



date: x2/ 12/69 

_ n L 




e Bureau letter, 12/2/69, entitled 
U. S. Supreme Court - Victim, Extortion.*’ 







Referenced Bureau communication contained 
enclosure of a true copy and a Xerox copy of a letter 
dated 11/5/69, addressed to t] 

'C, Washington, 




Enclosed herewith are 8 copies of a self-explanatory 
LHM which sets forth the opinion of AUSA, EDLA, in connection 
with the veiled threat contained in the communication to 
the U. S. Supreme Court, and also enclosed are two copies 
of FD-376. 



AUSA RICHARD E. OLSEN was contacted on 12/10/69 
for an opinion in this matter. OLSEN stated that it is / 

apparent that subject has a mental problem. OLSEN said {/'LL 

he would give consideration to the possibility of having x 

subject committed to a mental institution for observation 
but before taking any such direct action, he wanted to 
review the prior communicationysubmitted in connection 
with this matter. 



OLSEN noted that he is currently engaged in a 
lengthy trial in USDC, but that he would afford this matter 
appropriate attention at the first opportunity. 



Liaison will be maintained wi 
to determine his progress in this matte 

*3- Bureau (Enel. 

1-WFO (ENcl . 1) 

^2- New Orleans 
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NO 9-2483/mhl 
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JL ft - - . copy of the enclosed LHM is being furnished 

irru since WFO is in possession of prior memoranda and 
correspondence in connection with this matter. 

■ ■> ' . 

The Bureau may desire to furnish a copy of the 
enclosed LHM to Secret Service, Washington, D. C. 

One copy each of the enclosed LHM is being 
furnished to Secret Service and USA, both New Orleans. 
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UNiVED states department of j^Jtice 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



in Reply, Plea** Refer to 
Fit* No. 

Director 

United States Secret Service 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D. C. 20220 

Dear Sir: 



WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535 

December 12 ; 1969 




The information furnished herewith concerns an individual who is believed to be 
covered by the agreement between the FBI and Secret Service concerning Presidential pro- 
tection, and to fall within the category or categories checked. 

1* □ Has attempted or threatened bodily harm to any government official or employee, 

including foreign government officials residing in or planning an imminent visit to the 
U. S., because of his official status. 

2. □ Has attempted or threatened to redress a grievance against any public official by other 

than legal means. 

3. Because of background is potentially dangerous; or has been identified as member or 
participant in communist movement; or has been under active investigation as member 
of other group or organization inimical to U. S. 

4* Q U. S. citi-zens or residents who defect from the U. S. to countries in the Soviet or 
Chinese Communist blocs and return. 

5. (*] Subversives, ultrarightists, racists and fascists who meet one or more of the following 

criteria: 

(a) □ Evidence of emotional instability (including unstable residence and 

employment record) or irrational or suicidal behavior: 

(b) □ Expressions of strong or violent anti-l). S. sentiment; 

(c) fXl Prior acts (including arrests or convictions) or conduct or statements 

indicating a propensity for violence and antipathy toward good order 
and government. 

6. □ Individuals involved in illegal bombing or illegal bomb-making. 

Photograph Q has been furnished □ enclosed □ is not available 

1 I may be available through 



1 - Special Agent in Charge (Enclosure(s) 
U. S. Secret Service 



Very truly yours. 







John Edgh Ijoover 
Direct 




Enclosure^) 



(Upon removal of classified enclosures, if any , this transmittal form 
becomes UNCLASSIFIED J 




ukOkv> states depapt.mknt or ,3 stick 



FELEJUL UL'HEAli OK INVESTIGATION 



Jn Reply* F’lease liefer to 

File A o. 



Now Orleans, Louisiana 
December 12, 19 G9 



t nr 

p' 



Your attention is invited to previous memoranda 
■submitted in connection with captioned individual under 
dates of August 14 and October 7, 1969. The U. S. Supreme 
Court, Washington, D. C., received a communication dated 
Nov 02-ibor 
which is 
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► et 



-f v»r*.tn 



Pc nfi fin 

Vli[j 1/ JL Vil^U 
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forth as follows. 



This communication was directed to the U. S 
Supremo Court via the U.S. Postal System. 
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TRUE COPY 



3 



United States Supreme Court 
- Washington, D. C. 

> 11 - 5 - 1969 

To The Entire Court: 

Which Is Not a Democratic Court of Justice. It is a Communist Kangaroo 
Court. " 

I am going On Fifty One I only know Three (3)' Lawyers Real Honest 
Truthful Lawyers. In My Book They were a God To Men whom such Kangaroo 
courts ‘as This one and All courts unlawful - sent to Px 1 son for The 
almighty Pi- sty Dollar 

Lyndon B. Johnson had John and Robert Kennedy Murdered, And The 
half breed communist Dictator Is still running The Government through 
Richard Nixon. All Lieing Politicians Talks about Organized Crime — 
Organized Crime Originated In Washington. Hdq’s The U. S. Supreme 
Court Money and Backing the Fed Government 

Now I am giving This Kangaroo Court A Choice- Help Clear My Name 
and My Record of Dam Lies by The Dam Dirty Law and Dirty Crooked 
Devil Judges. Or See That I get a check each Month for $300.®® Starting 
Immediately .Or between Now and Nov. 5, 1970 There will be More 
Hell Hole called Washington, D, C. I will See Personally That Russia 
destroys It. 
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On December 10, 19S9, Assistant U. 5. Attorney 
Richard E. Olsen, Eastern District of Louisiana, New 
Orleans, reviewed the aforementioned communication directed 
to the U. S. Supreme Court. Mr. ed that he 

would not entertain prosecution of the 

Federal Extortion statute for the reasoi^That the wording 
in the communication is vague, non-specific and contains 

nn7 t/otI thr r_>o f Mv* 0.1 ct rs y\ C* -\-r> + rrl Vi rl t rl no f" H pq T T* o 

w i/.X J Ca V ^ v. t ^ ^ VVX. i| V V4 vi -v 

any investigation to be conducted in this matter. 



A review o^ld^^alove referenced memoranda 
will disclose that U^j^^fhas previously submitted 
similar type cor.!r.iutTTT?!WW?Is as set forth above, to the 



Department of Agriculture and the Veterans Administration. 



U. 

These comrrunics cions contain similar type v;o 
in the above communication and indicate tha 



t r« -i c? i- .'in 't 
JU HO LOUt 



*5 n In "i c.- Vrt fnv»* , j yiC 
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noted 



tion pension and also in having his name cleared in con- 
nection with his conviction of a second degree murder 
charge in the late 1940’s, for which he served approximately 



ten years. 



5 



4-750 (Rev. 4-! 7-85) 



xxxxxx 

xxxxxx 

xxxxxx 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
FOiPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET 




Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where 
indicated, explain this deletion. 




Deleted under exemption(s) 

material available for release to you. 






with no segregable 



□ Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request, 

□ Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only. 

□ Documents originated with another Government agency(ies). These documents were referred to that 
agency(ies) for review and direct response to you. 



Pages contain information furnished by another Government agency(ies). You will be advised by the FBI as 
to the releasability of this information following our consultation with the other agency(ies). 



Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s): 



□ For your information: 




The following number is to be used for reference regarding these pages: 

/ e ^ c? 3 Z3_y£ ± 2L 



xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

X DELETED PAGE(S) X 
X NO DUPLICATION FEE x 

XXXXXX X FOR THIS PAGE X 

XXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

XXXXXX 



fbi/doj 




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY f M2 CD IT JON 

osa ppmr (4i cm) ioi-ti.« 



il 



UNITED STATES CTrERNMENT 

Memorandum 



DIRECTOR, FBI (6/-ld5555) 



TO 



FROM : SAC, NEW ORLEANS 

subject: i 

U. S. SUPREME COURT - VTQTIM 

EXTORTION 

00: NO 





date: 3/24/70 



T Re Bureau letter 12/2/69, and New Orleans 

letter, 1/29/70. 

By letter dated 3/3/70, A USA RICHARD M. OLSEN, 
EDLA, New Orleans, La « , advised as follows: 

. Reference is made to your letter dated February 
19, 1970, relative to the above captioned subject. After 
further consideration of this matter, it is my opinion 
that there is no justifiable basis for charging this 
defendant with violating the Federal Extortion Statute 
and/or attempting to have him committed to the Federal 
Medical Center at Springfield, Missouri. 

As such, we are closing our file relative to 
this matter and suggest your office do likewise. .• 

r 

In view of the foregoing opinion that there is 
no basis to attempt to have subject committed to the 
Federal. Medical Center .at Springfield, Mo., New Orleans 
is closing this case, UACB. 



(JjX Bureau 
i-New Orleans 
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IS MAR 27 1970 
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March 16, 1977 



From: Director, FBI 
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Examination requested: 



Document 



Remarks: 
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SAC, Washington Field Office (9-4093 ) 

FBI FILE NO. f 6SS‘S'S~ ~ 2. 

, . lab. no. D-770225010 .W U— 

Re: UNSUBSjAKA 'O 1 




TOUR NO. 

^®^uenin^Le^e^Postmarked 1/28/77 

Topeka, Kansas ; ' 

MRS. LYNDON B. JOHNSON - VICTIM * Examination by: 

EXT ^ 



00: Kansas City 

Examination requested by: 
Reference: 

Examination requested: 

Specimens received: 




Washington Field Office 
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2/24/77 

^^jL/ tp‘+ <?* 

rf, ydl r/n/<4 <~ 

u r. 'P-y/ 




a. S. 

^ jStasor 0 Uy rl Tfxa^ d Prlnted address " Lady Blrd John ^n 

Qci 



Hand printed letter dated 1/26/77 beginning "I've got proof. 

i)3'* 



2 Kansas City 



I-OVj 



^sj' • ' 



' V UV .Ownc.o ari .^ otte.Tp 



3\$i 7 



7-2 



O 



J 



RECORDED 

2/25/77 

tkl 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION mo LAB stt* 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE “ 



Laboratory Work Sleet 



To: 



SAC, Washington Field Office (9-4093) 



i 

. i 

i 



FBI FILE NO. 



62- 



Re: 







LAB. NO. 



D-770225010 m t-L 



\ "■ , * 



YOUR NO. 



_ ^a^nin^TetterPostmarked 1/28/77* 

Topeka, Kansas j 9 

MRS, LYNDON B. JOHNSON - VICTIM* Examination by: 
EXT 




00 t Kansas City 

Examination requested by: 






Reference: 

v 

Examination requested: 
Specimens received: 



Washington Field Office 
Airtel 2/23/77 
Document JOKIftgEKjnJXKK 

2/24/77 



~r , . ’ , ' 






-■'I-* - --' ,*'■ 






y* 















** jStoiTcuJr 1 ??^ 4 p, ' 1 " t * 4 • d4r * M Bird Johnson 

^ • ». v _ . f •••* ’ ■ V: 



.i- : , , : v * 

'V ■■ ’ ’ -j ■ ■ '* : r * ' . * • '«• * 

V ' • ' / \* v - t •- *.<<*!. ; 



Hand printed letter dated 1/28/77 beginning "I We got proof 
2 - Kansas City 






* - w - - * t „ _ . 









. t 









: . ::dJ- • i. 






FSI/OOJ 





4 

. 

IL,f)ds Bllid cJbhA'scA' (J/?a '2^,1977 

IJohusoH Cits /Tex cv 

jl/e dot hnooy o? .h.B.Q ohNsoN Politics) C/ircs 
/ ibcut tilling hLlOHPav/s \MhCN he Wds Bounins 
Soli ihc ScKdic find hdVW3 Oo/l/V Jt'cW fiobClit 
Hc.NNCdJ Ni 1 h d U\ Cdj f)//d how dov flud Uiudon 
eTc hh’s o n xSiidl C K 'f ■ S B- Tv xdtfitic/v. Jl/CHQ Jb Noduus 
Vahbci then Pell Lilt ctfvd Pc'titiCJsN. /fdou. YJdN l 
he to Heed Quite Pc/\-d ticks' Bo .ooo Y/ithiN /sd<s ys 
flS'tcR Bee emus this. 




b? 




4-750<Rev. 4 1 7-85) 



xxxxxx 

xxxxxx 

xxxxxx 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET 




Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where 
indicated, explain this deletion. 



Deleted under exemption(s) 

material available for release to you. 






with no segregable 



Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to jump tne subject of your request. 

Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only. 

Documents originated with another Government agency(ies). These documents were referred to that 
agency(ies) for review and direct response to you. 



Pages contain information furnished by another Government agency(ies). You will be advised by the FBI as 
to the releasability of this information following our consultation w ith the other agency(ies). 



Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s): 



CD For your information: 



CD The following Humberts to be used for reference regarding these pages: y / 

l j*. &■ 3. ~ cP Q_ <9 ^ 



xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

X DELETED PAGE(S) X 
\ NO DUPLICATION FEE v 

XXXXXX X FOE THIS PAGE X 

XXXXXX xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxx 



FBI/DOJ 




